Practice effects
In order to investigate practice effects for memory and processing, accuracy in the dual-task conditions and the second single-task condition were compared to performance in the first single-task block. The winning statistical models from these analyses are summarised in Tables 1-4 , and the full analysis script is available on the Open Science Framework (OSF). In brief summary, statistically significant practice effects were observed for memory only in Experiments 2 and 3. For processing, practice effects were observed only in Experiment 2. Crucially, where dual-task effects are reported in the main analyses, differences between first/second single-task blocks and dual-task conditions were closely matched. Meaning that dual-task costs cannot be accounted for by an increase in performance across the course of the experiment with high accuracy in the second single-task block resulting in the statistically significant dual-task effects when single-task blocks are collapsed together. 
Between-subjects analysis of Visual/Typed and Auditory/Oral memory tasks
To investigate the between-experiment interactions from Experiments 1 and 2, we conducted a follow up experiment directly comparing visual/typed (VT) and auditory/oral (AO) presentation/recall formats between subjects. The main motivation for this experiment was to directly contrast the different patterns of processing performance observed between Experiments 1 & 2 and between Experiments 3 & 4.
The experimental procedure for each format was the same as in Experiments 1 and 2, except that the articulatory suppression (AS) onset was the same for both formats. Sixty-four participants took part in the study, evenly split across sites and AO/VT conditions (49 female and 15 male, mean age = 21.13, SD = 1.93).
The results of the memory and processing analyses are summarised in Table 5 . The crucial analysis was that of processing accuracy, where a dual-task cost was only observed in the UK participants, with no dual-task:format interaction. The small size of this dual-task effect, the small dual-task effect on processing observed in Experiments 1 and 3 from the paper, and the lack of interaction in the between-subjects analysis leads us to conclude that dual-task effects to processing are small and unreliable. It is probable that differences between these results and the findings of other experiments are due to factors such as sample effects, and/or differences in statistical power. 
